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CONTROVERSIAL. 


In establishing a periodical publication for the avowed purpose of 


explaining and defending a particular system of theological tenets, we 
neither desired nor expected to escape the shafts of sectarian opposition. 
indeed, we would rather court than shun the contest, as the very sparks 
which may be elicited by the clashing of our weapons, will, in some 
measure, tend to dissipate the surrounding darkness, and thus facilitate 
the progress of those who are in search of Truru. 

We shun not the contest, because we are certain of the result; know- 
ing, as we do, that the Heavenly Doctrine of the New-Jerusalem is the 
man-child spoken of in the Apocalypse, which is to “ feed all nations 
with a rod of iron,” [not rule them, as it is erroneously rendered in 
our English version,] that is, convince all, who are willing to be con- 
vinced, of every religious sect, by truths from the literal sense of the 
Word, confirmed by rational arguments, grounded in natural light ; 
for this is the spiritual signification of iron, wherever it occurs in the 
Word; as to feed always signifies to teach. We are certain of the re- 
sult, because this man-child “ was caught up to God and his throne,” 
and thus protected from the fury of the dragon [ false doctrine] who 
‘¢ stood ready to devour the child as soon as it was born.” We expect 
war, for “ there was war in Heaven,” in which the dragon was finally 
defeated. 

But we did not expect that our first assailants would be those whose 
motto is “ TOLERATION, LIBERALITY, RELIGIOUS FREEDOM,” &c. ; 
those who incessantly cry out against intolerance, bigotry, and illibe- 
rality ; those who boast of their superior light and benevolence ; those 
who are the open and avowed champions of “ liberal and bold discus- 
sions ;” and who disdain to quibble on a word, or descend to any un- 
fairness of construction; those, in short, who profess to glow with the 
most ardent love to God, and the purest charity for man. We mean 
Unitarians and Universalists. 

But so itis. The “ Philadelphia Universalist Magazine ;” the 
‘** Christian Intelligencer,” of Portland, (Maine); the “ Gospel He 
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rald,” of this city, and several others (which we have heard of, but not 
seen) have advanced to the charge, and handled the doctrines we pro- 
fess, with as little ceremony as they would the Talmud or the Alkoran. 
We do not flatter ourselves, that noticing these animadversions tn the 
Missionary, will convince, enlighten, or in any way benefit the authors ; 
but (as before suggested) some radiant sparks may be scattered among 
ihe spectators, which, under the blessing of Heaven, will lead some of 
them to examine the edge and temper of the steel from which they were 
elicited. 

The “ Philadelphia Universalist Magazine, and Christian Mes- 
senger, edited by the Rev. Abner Kneeland,” announces the appear- 
ance of the first number of the New-Jerusalem Missionary, in the fol- 
Jowing manner : 

“ NEW PUBLICATION. 

** We have received the first number of a work entitled ‘ The New- 

Jerusalem Missionary and Intellectual Repository,’ printed in New- 

ork, the object of which is to disseminate the doctrines contained in 
the writings of ‘ Emanuel Swedenborg.’? Like those writings, it is 
fraught with mystery, calculated to bewilder effeminate minds, and 
feast tlie imagination with visionary dreams, or else to fill the soul with 
spiritual pride: but which, in other respects, may, perhaps, be perfect- 
ly harmless. Some parts, however, seem to be aiming at a deception 
altogether unjustifiable; viz. inserting quotations, as from the Scrip- 
tures, with an obvious design to build up a darling tenet, that are no 
where to be found in the Bible. On page 3, we notice the following, 
* No man hath seen God at any time; the only begotten Son, which is 
in the bosom of the Father, he hath manifested him.’ Jesus Curist, 
therefore, being the manifested Jehovah, is the only proper object of 
worship for angels and men. ‘ To Him every knee shall bow and every 
tongue confess that He is God.’ As we have complied with the request, 
to exchange the Magazine for the above work, we take the liberty to 

ask ™ Editor the followi ing questions : 

Where, Sir, did you find the latter of the above quotations ? 

” 2. Did you not intend that your readers should understand it to be 
a quotation from Scripture ? 

“* 3. Ifso, did you not mean to deceive them ? 

** N. B. An answer to the above questions will be expected.” 


W ithout wasting paper, ink, and time, in noticing the very charitable 
and fiberal observations which precede these equally charitable and 
hiberal questions, we shall immediately proceed to notice the latter, In 
doing this, we shall take the liberty of asking the Rev. Abner Kneeland 
a few questions : 

In completing a@ sentence of our own, by an appropriate quotation 
from another author, is it not both common and proper to change the 
personal pronouns from the first to the third person, and vice versa 2 
¥ or instance, in speaking of the redemption of mankind, we have said, 
s in his leve and in his pity he redeemed us.” Does changing the word 
them to us render this an unfair quotation. or one calculated to deceire 
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the reader? If so, why did not the Rey. Abner Kneeland inquire where 
we found this quotation, also, and a dozen others, in the same article > 
The fact is, Mr. Kneeland knows that we have quoted the passage cor- 
rectly, as to its true meaning ; but does not hesitate to charge us with 
the worst motives, because we thought the change of a single word 
would better illustrate this meaning. We substituted the word Gop 
for Lorp, and did it on the authority of God himself. 

The very head and front of our offending 

Hath this extent—no more. 

The Apostle says, “ that at the name of Jesus every knee should 
bow,” and that “every tongue should confess that Jesus Christ is 
Lorp,” and in saying this, he merely quotes the words of Jehovah, 
applied to himself, by the mouth of his prophet Isaiah. Let us appeal 
to the testimony. 

In Isaiah, xlv. 21, 22, 23, it is thus written: [We hope that our 
Reverend opponent will not accuse us of an intention to deceive, for 
marking a few words in italic, which are not so in the Bible :] “ Who 
hath declared this from ancient time? Who hath told it from that time? 
Have not I the Lorn ? and there is no God else beside me ; a just God, 
and a Saviour: there is none beside me. Look unto mg, and be ye 
saved, all the ends of the earth; for I am God and there is none else. 
I have sworn by myself, the word is gone out of my mouth in righte- 
ousness, and shall not return, That unto ME every knee shall bow, 
and every tongue shall swear” [vow, or confess. | 

_ In quoting the latter part of this passage, an Apostle, who had finish- 
ed his spiritual education in the third heaven, feels authorized to sub- 
stitttte the words Curist and Jesus for that of Gop. The Rev. Abner 
Kneeland must acknowledge this to be precedent, if not authority. St. 
Paul says, in his Epistle to the Romans, xiv. 10,11, “ We shall all 
stand at the judgment seat of Curis ; for it is written, As I live saith 
the Lorp, every knee shall bow to me, and every tongue shall confess 
to Gop.” Again, in Philipians, it. 10, “ At the name of Jesus every 
knee should bow,” &c. From this statement of facts, then, it will 
instantly be perceived, that if there be any attempt to deceive in this 
quotation, it must be attributed to the Apostle, and not to the Editor of 
the New-Jerusaiem Missionary ; for the Apostle applies an assertion 
to Jesus Cunistr, which says, “ I am God, and there is none else,’ 
of course, that every tongue should confess that He [Jesus Christ] 
is God. 

Let us now appeal to authority not guite so high; we mean the 
“ Philadelphia Universalist Magazine,” No. 24, page 374, where we 
find the following words: “ JeEHovan refers to Gop, as the object of 
adoration; and hence the superstition of the Jews in respect to pro- 
nouncing that name, which leads them to substitute Lorp instead of 
at.” This is an important fact, of which many persons are not aware. 
In our English version of the Bible, the word Lorp, in small capitals, 
ought, in every instance, to have been rendered JEnovan. 

Again, in page 377: “ We are particularly taught, by particular 
texts, which substantially prove the doctrine, that a// shall act alike.” 
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wiz. “ every knee shall bow ;” and “ all speak alike,” viz. “ every 
tongue shall confess that Jesus Christ is Lord, to the glory of God 
the "Father 3” [the Father within him ; for he himself says “ the Fa- 
ther is in Me.” | What can the Rev. "Abner Kneeland mean by this, 
but that “ every knee shall bow, and every tongue confess “ to one 
God.” This one God the prophet calls Jenovan, who swears by 
Himself, that “ there is none else ;” and this same being the Apostle 
calls Jesus Curisr. 

We are, therefore, from prophetical and apostolical testimony, pre- 
pared to answer the Rev. Abner Kneeland’s three questions, in the 
following manner : 

ist. We find the quotation alluded to, in substance, in the writings 
of - prophet Isaiah, and the apostle Paul. 

. We did intend that our readers should understand it to be, tz 
iaiede a quotation from Scripture. 

3d. Consequently, we did not mean to deceive them. 

N. B. Let a Aberal and impartial public judge between us. 


Having thus disposed of this subject, (at least for this time,) another 
presents itself of much greater importance. A writer in the Christian 
Intelligencer, published at Portland, in the state of Maine, informs his 
readers that he has perused a number ‘of books on « Swedenborgianism,” 
(as he is pleased to term the Doctrines of the New-Jerusalem) “ with 
charity and candour.” He then adds that, as yet, he is “ unable to 
believe them ;” and then proceeds to account for his scepticism, by 
stating that Sw edenborg “ did not, like the ancient prophets and apos- 
tles, work miracles to prove | his mission. Hethen draws a comparison 
between Swedenborg and Mahomet, and declares the balance to be 
“ in favour of Mahomet ;” and that “ we have more reason to believe 
in Mahomet than in Swedenborg.” 

This writer, who sigas himself (we will not say with what propriety) 
OniGEN, labours under the same mistake with many other of our cha- 
ritable and candid opponents. He says, for instance, that Swedenborg 
“< professes to be a divinely inspired personage, whose doctrines, being, 
as he says, THE TRUTH, people are bound to believe and obey. His 
writings, therefore, we presume, are to be holden as sacred as the Bible ; 
in fact, we see not, but they supersede the use of the Bible, as they em- 
brace, not only all ‘the truth therein contained, but also pretend to re- 
veal many things which we do not find there.” 

Now with all the writer’s charity, (and he claims that virtue no less 
than three times in the article) this is palpable misrepresentation ; for 
Swedeiborg no where says that “ people are bound to believe and 
obey” his writings; for they contain no precepts on which obedience 
can be predicated, but what are derived from the Word of God. Nor 
do we hold these writings “ as sacred as the Bible.” Far from it. We 
hold the Word of God, in its tnmost sense, as sacred as we hold its au- 
thor; for in this sense the Word is God, and God is the Word. We 
consider it as an inestimable jewel, inclosed in a beautiful casket, of 
which we have an infallible key, in the writings of Swedenborg. 

Neither do these writings profess to “ embrace all the truth contain- 
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ed in the Word of God.” Swedenborg has opened the internal sense 
of the Book of Genesis, and Exodus, and the Apocalypse; but he re- 
peatedly says, that even one verse of either of them, contains more 
heavenly truths than men or angels can ever comprehend to all eternity. 

Again, our modern Oricen triumphantly asks, “ where is the evi- 
dence that Swedenborg was inspired? I have looked in vain for it.” 
Alas, Sir! you have not looked where alone it is to be found, in his 
writings. Read the Arcana Celestia in a humble, prayertul Spirit, 
and you will no longer cal] for miracles to prove the writer’s mission. 
What greater miracle was ever wrought, by prophet or apostle, than 
the unfolding of the hitherto hidden and concealed internal or spiritu- 
al sense of the holy Worp, by the Science of Correspondences ? But, 
you will ask, perhaps, “ how are we to become convinced that he has 
done this?” We answer, by looking yourself into the casket which this 
heavenly key has unlocked. Trust not to the reports of those who 
never read a page of his writings, but read for yourself. Select any 
text from the Word of God ; one which Swedenborg has never expiain- 
ed, quoted, or even referred to, and request an explanation of its in- 
ternal sense from any number of New Church believers, from ten to 
ten thousand, who shall have no possible communication with each 


other, and the result will be precisely the same; the explanation of 


each individual will be the same in substance, though varying, perhaps, 
in its verbal construction. Can this be the result of any human inven- 
tion or ingenuity ? Has any writer in the whole world made a similar 
discovery, even including Ontcen’s favourite Mahomet, who is now 
acknowledged to have been a very orthodox Unitarian? The Science 
of Correspondences will apply to no writings but the Sacred Scriptures, 
Try it on any human composition, and the result is sheer nonsense. Is 
not this a proof of its being a heavenly Science? It is of itself an infal- 
lible test or touchstone, to distinguish the inspired books from all other 
writings in the Bible. This alone is a miracle sufficient to convince 
all, who are wiliing to be convinced of the truth, that Swedenborg was 
instructed of God 

We must now take leave of Oricen, for the present, in order to ex- 
change a passing salute with our very worthy friend, the editor of the 
Gospel Herald, of this city. In his paper, of July 5, he notices the 
** Address of the Rev. William Boswell, late Pastor of the Baptist 
Church of Trenton and Lamberton, to the members of said © hurch,” 
on his reception of the Heavenly Doctrines of the New-Jerusalem. Tn 
his remarks on this pamphlet, Mr. Fitz expresses himself as follows : 

“ Mr. Boswell has left the cruel hypothesis of Calvin, and, we un- 
derstand, adopted the sentiments of those who style themselves the 
‘ New-Jerusalem Church.’ This is something better; for in the stead 
of accusing the Creator of making his creatures mise rable, this doctrine 
only teaches that he permits them to be miserable, and is too impotent, 
indifierent, or ignorant, to eflect their holiness and happiness. Now, 
as indifference is the consequence of ignorance, not having that know- 
ledge of things which is requisite to produce a corresponding estimate 
of their value. the deficiency may be considered to proceed from impo- 
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tence, and ignorance. A being of this description would excite com- 
passion. Whereas Calvin’s Moloch must excite feelings of detes- 
tation, &c.” 

In reply to this, we would ask Mr. Fitz if it is any evidence of the 
zmpotence, indifference, or ignorance of God that he permits any of 
his creatures to suier pain in this world? If he answer in the negative, 
we would then inquire how he can more easily reconcile, to his ideas of 
a merciful God, a year, a a month, a day, or even a moment’s suffering, 
than an eternity? If the permission of endless misery be an evidence 
of the partiality , cruelty, or injustice of God, the permission of a mo- 
ment’s pain must be testimony of equal weight in kind, though not in 
degree, to prove the existence of the same imperfections i in Deity. A 
perfect being must be perfect in the least particular, as well as in the 
greatest. We will, therefore, ask Mr. Fitz a few questions, which, if 
he can answer, we promise to answer any questions which he may put 
to us. 

‘Ist. Why does God permit any of his creatures to suffer pain or un- 
happiness in this world, when, by an exertion of his omnipotent power, 
he could, with infinite ease, (according to your doctrine,) render them 
all happy ? 

2d. Is that God perfect in mercy, who can, and yet does not, make 
his creatures perpetually happy, in this world, as well as in the next ? 

Why does a merciful God permit innocent infants, lambs, 
doves, and other harmless animals, to suffer from disease, the cruelty of 
dogs, and still more inhuman man: > 

N.B. We would extend these questions; but want of room will 
prevent. 


Since writing the above, a friend has handed us the “ Observer,” 
(published at Salem, Mass.) of July 19. We know not what are the 
religious sentiments espoused by the editor of this paper; but from the 
style and temper of an article which it contains, headed “ Swedenborgi- 
anism,” we should suppose that he was a disciple of Calvin. Like our 
friend Or1cEN, however, he calls for some evidence of Swedenborg’s 
being (what he professes to be) the herald of a New Dispeasation ; 
and, like OricEen, he also draws a comparison between him and Ma- 
homet, giving a decided preference to the latter. But let us take the 
editor’s own expressions, and reply to them as we go along. In the 
course of his very liberal remarks, he says: 

“¢ Mahomet pretended that he went up into heaven. So did Swe- 
denboxg.” 

We unhesitatingly say, that no man, who respects the truth, would 
make the above assertion, after reading any one volume of the writings 
of Swedenborg. Mahomet pretended that he went up into heaven 
bodily. Swedenborg makes ne such pretensions. He merely says that 
for several years his spiritual eyes were opened, by which he was ena- 
bled io see into the spiritual wor rid, and describe what he there saw, 
for the instruction of the human race. But the Observer proceeds: 

“ Mahomet acknowledged that Christ came from God. So did Sie- 
denborg.” 
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If the editor of the Observer will condescend to read only one page 
in any one volume of Swedenborg’s writings, and not select, as speci- 
mens, detached quotations made by his enemies, he will find that God 
and Christ are one and the same person. Again: 

“ Mahomet disclaimed all power of working miracles. So did Swe- 
denborg.” 

Here is one truth at last. And yet Swedenborg wrought a greater 
miracle than any one on record, since that of the risen Saviour, when 
he opened the understanding of ‘his disciples, “ that they might ‘under- 
stand the Scriptures.” See what we have said above, on his opening 
the internal or spiritual sense of the Word. 

But here comes “ the unkindliest cut of all.” The Observer does 
not hesitate to say: 

“ We consider Swedenborgianism a much more dangerous doctrine 
than Islamism, because it destroys the authority of the Bible altogether, 
by making it mean any thing and every thing. Yet we consider it as 
fulfilling the prophecy, that false Christs should arise, who would de- 
ceive, if it were possible, even the elect.” 

Fie! fie! Mr. Editor. You have here, inadvertently, exposed 
the cloven foot (not, we hope, of wickedness, but) of ignorance. 
What! The writings of Swedenborg “ destroy the authority of the 
Bible,” “ by making it mean any thing and every thing!” Why, 
Priestly, Wesley, and the rest of his learned opponents, never thought 
of such a thing; and for this plain reason—they had read several of 
his works, and therefore knew, and acknowledged, that he raised the 
authority of the Bible, higher than any other theologian that had ever 
written on the subject, and much higher than Priestly thought it de- 
served. ‘They, furthermore, complained that he made the Bible mean 
ons rHING throughout, to which they could not subscribe, viz. the sole, 
supreme, and exclusive divinity of the Lord Jesus Christ. 

Now, pray, Mr. E ditor, for the love of justice, and for the honour of 
human nature, never again condemn any thing with which you are al- 
together unacquainted, nor attempt to canvass the merits of a subject of 
which you are ¢otally ignorant. 

In answer to the questions, with which the article is concluded, we 
say, that our belief in the spiritual mission of Swedenborg is founded 
on an internal evidence, which every single individual who has ever 
read his writings, in a spirit of humility and prayer, (with an ardent 
desire of seeing the truth for the purpose of purifying the heart,) has 
found to be clear, satisfactory, and irresistible. 

But we ought not to reproach our most zealous and active pioneers, 
because they happen to annoy us in their labours. Go on: tear down 
Calvinism, and we will build up ‘Truth on its ruins. 


QUESTION. | 
Will the several editors, who have so readily opened their columns 
to attacks on the writings and doctrines of SwepENBORG, have the can- 
dour and fairness to publish our replies, as given above? Come, gen- 
tlemen; “ fauir-play is a jewel.” 
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CONDYS’ LETTER, 
‘ IN REPLY TO AN ATTACK ON THE NEW CHURCH DOCTRINES. 
[Continued from p. 46.] 


In your first sermon alluded to above, you speak of “ the insane 
Swedenborg,” and in the last you express yourself thus: “On the 
other hand it is asserted, that there are no persons, that there is no dis- 
tinction in the Godhead, and that the Lord Jesus Christ is the Supreme 
ang only God, consisting in Father, Son, and Holy Ghost. ‘This view 
is maintained by Baron Swedenborg, and it is pressed upon us by the 
most solemn declarations that it was given to him from heaven. It 
is necessary to examine his claims. He must perform miracles; all 
the prophets did, the apostles also, Jesus Christ also. But Sweden- 
borg, ike the arch impostor, Mahomet, said miracles were not neces- 
sary in his case. But are his revelations worthy of credit? Does he 
disclose any important fact? Has he illustrated any difficult passage ? 
Has he exalted our ideas, and imparted to us any new motives for per- 
severance in all that is lovely and of good report? On the contrary, 
he makes many assertions that are evidently opposed to the plainest 
declaration of sacred scriptures. His language is confused and fre- 
quently unintelligible, and many of his ideas are not only earthly and 
grovelling, but absolutely licentious in a high degree.” In your pam- 
phiet we find a compilation of the criticisms and sneers of a church of 
England magazine, called “ the Christian Observer,” and of a Unita- 
rian periodical paper called “ the North American Review,” combined 
in friendly co-operation for the purpose of putting down the New Je- 
rusalem Church, or Swedenborgianism, as itis called. These are fol- 
lowed by various passages extracted from certain parts of the writings 
of Swedenborg, violently torn from their connection with the general 
system, and commented upon, though briefly, in terms of vulgar abuse. 
Taken together, it is such a mass of misapprehension, mistepresenta- 
tion, and unfair statement, whilst opposing opinions are throughout ob- 
truded upon the reader, that it is absolutely impossible for any one 
who does not resort directly and unfairly to the author himself, to 
have the most remote view of the system he has presented to the 
world. That the members of old establishments, and those who 
reject divine revelation should unite in opposing a new dispensation, 
claiming the high origin of an immediate communication from the Lord 
himself, can occasion no astonishment. It has always been so. It is 
impossible it should be otherwise. “ To the Jews a stumbling block: 
and to the Greeks foolishness,” is as apt an observation at the present 
day, as it was when first uttered; and the follower of Christ, who duly 
weighs at this eventful period that solema injunction of his Master, 
“ WATCH,” will take heed that he be not governed by the decision 
of either the one or the other; but with the word of God in his hand, 
and looking to the source of all illumination, that he may be enabled to 
read aright, and “ wederstand what he readeth,” he will disregard the 
opinions, of men and assert the indispensable duty of private judgment, 
Knowing that “to his own master he standeth or falleth: Yea, he 














CONDY’S LETTER. $i 








shall be holden up ; for God is able to make him stand.” Believe 
me, sir, the alleged mission of E. Swedenborg and the rise of the New 
Jerusalem Church, are matters of no small concernment, and the spread 
of his doctrines and their influence upon mankind are not to be retarded 
by any thing its opposers can say or do. ‘There are many persons in 
almost every part of the United States, very many throughout Europe, 
who have inclination and sufficient perseverance to examine the pages 
of his wonderful writings, seriously, deeply, and thoroughly. His works 
are already published at large in Latin and English, and are now pub- 
lishing in the same manner in French, German, and Swedish ; and the 
childish and silly criticisms heretofore put forth against them, excite, 
in those who are versed in his doctrines, very much the same senti- 
ments as would be felt by the mathematician at the critique of a Chero- 
kee on Newton’s Principia, or his invention of Fluxions. It is not 
necessary in our opinion, whatever may be said by your Christian Ob- 
server, who would perhaps for the same pay or benefice support the 
church of Rome or Constantinople, with as much cheerfulness as the 
established church of England, to read all the numerous volumes of 
Emanuel Swedenborg’s theological works, to check the impertinence 
of a giddy and thoughtless criticism; on the contrary, we unhesitating- 
ly declare, that no intelligent man, seriously impressed with a respect 
for revealed religion, can carefully peruse the first volume of his Ar- 
cana, without being forcibly struck with a conviction of the truth of 
his testimony, and the amazing depth and value of his disclosures. And 
even the occasional reader, if he possesses the very rare but inestima- 
ble treasure of a devout mind, cannot but feel, in turning over the 
same pages, that there is something in the matter and manner of the 
author, which at once forbids, as imprudent and dangerous, a hasty 
censure or a contemptuous rejection. When a man like Swedenborg, 
a scholar of the highest reputation, enriched with the treasures of every 
science, and adorned with every virtue, extensively known, and 
wherever known respected and beloved, solemnly proclaims, and from 
his fifty-third year until his death, at the age of eighty-two, continues 
steadily and uniformly to proclaim to the world, that he has been di- 
vinely commissioned to promulgate a revelation deeply interesting to 
every human being, and has committed its numerous and extensive 
particulars, with great labour and expense, to writing, in a language 
confined to the learned ; and when thousands in different countries 
have examined those writings, and solemnly declare them to contain 
the very truth of God, pledge their eternal salvation upon them, and 
publicly establish religious communities, which are steadily, though 
gradually, spreading themselves over the world; there is enough to 
cause the wise man to ponder, and the good man, of every denomina- 
tion, to reflect. Jn the present age of Christianity, when all agree we 
are touching upon a most anxious and eventful period of the church, 
the open avowal of so high a pretension under such avouchings, calls 
with peculiar force for caution and inquiry. Heavy denunciations of 
ecclesiastical censure, and the giddy or malicious merriment of unin- 
— and prejudiced criticisms, are equally unreasonable. To at- 
fou. 0. 11 
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tempt persecution in any shape, by word or deed, in any branch of the 
christian church, is dangerous in the extreme. The early history of 
our blessed gospel has a striking lesson, which it were madness in 
christians to disregard. Shall a minister of that gospel manifest less 
forbearance than the member of a Jewish conclave? Yet you, sir, 
have for yourself (I wish the assertion could not have a more extensive 
application) set at nought the wisdom and the caution which the sa- 
cred volume you so often handle would have taught you, in its simple 
and impressive account of that most excellent admonition of the be- 
nevolent and enlightened Pharisee, which is recorded to his eternal 
honour. Was there, sir, in your sanhedrim no good Gamaliel who 
would have told you, “ Refrain from these men and let them alone : 
for if this counsel, or this work be of men, it will come to nought : 
But if it be of God, ye cannot overthrow it ; lest haply you be found 
to fight against God.” Such a man there was, who, ever carrying his 
heart in his hand, and alike free from all hypocrisy and uncharitableness, 
would not have withheld, if your imprudent intentions had been dis- 
closed, the wise admonition, which might have saved you much pain 
and myself no little labour. Whether a christian presbyter would have 
received the salutary advice with as much attention as did the Jewish 
council on a similar occasion, it is now useless to conjecture. 

You ask in the passage of your sermon, above quoted, “ Does Swe- 
denborg disclose any important facts? And is it possible a person pro- 
fessing to discuss the merits of the writings of this venerable man should 
put such a question as this, Does Swedenborg disclose any important 
facts? Yes, ten thousand most important facts, and nothing but a total 
want of information as to the subject you were treating, or a temporary 
hallucination of mind could have permitted such an interrogation. Had 
you asked, Are the important facts which he has disclosed well 
avouched, and are they presented with sufficient evidence? there 
would have been some meaning in the question —and taking your 
meaning to be what it ought to have been, the inquiry shall meet with 
a sufficient answer in the following pages. You again ask, Has he 
illustrated any difficult passages ? Now to this it would be enough to 
reply, axamine his writings and you will see that he has. But, in giving 
this answer I might greatly miscalculate your discernment, and suppose 
certain passages to be difficult, which you would treat as of the most 
familiar interpretation. I know pretty generally the course of Swe- 
denborg’s mode of interpretation, and can refer to many passages which 
his principles of explanation have opened to my satisfaction, that to me, 
without them, would be shrouded in Egyptian darkness. There is then 
but one-way of settling this matter, and with your leave I will try it. 
The mode is this:—Let us select some of the very many portions of 
scripture, which to the common apprehension appear altogether 
unintelligible, and see what solution your theological perspicacity will 
enable you to give an inquirer, as a satisfactory reply. Should your 
own strength be in any degree oppressed with the burthen, you can 
call on the gentleman who has been so willing to go along with you in 
hunting out the heresy of a late brother, and has recently attempted to 
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untie the Gordian knot of the Athanasian Creed, which has heretofore 
been the terror of all the discreet theologians of your church. If his 
assistance fail you, take it to the Sanhedrim, and if they too fail, it is 
but fair to expect you will acknowledge that in such difficulties, vain is 
the help of man; and that you will be willing to say, with the Egyptian 
magicians, beholding the inefficacy of their enchantments, “ thi$ as the 
jinger of God.” When you come to the humility of this state, it is to 
be hoped you will not be above receiving help from the source which 
you have so lately despised. With an ingenuous mind, a mode of ex- 
periment like this may be very effectual, and accomplish what other- 
wise it would be vain to look for. In the course of this inquiry I shall 
assume the fact, that as you are of the regularly ordained clergy, of one 
of the most respectable and learned sects of the christian church, you 
are an adept in the original language of your Bible, and shall, without 
hesitation, presume you to be, in literature of this kind at least, ad omne 
ornatum virum. I proceed therefore on this principle, without further 
apology, except'that I shall request, where you discover me tripping in 
my theosophy, or Hebrew philology, you will make due allowance for 
the insufficiency of lay learning in matters properly ecclesiastical, and 
the disciple of an insane teacher. 

Let us begin with the first chapter of Genesis. In the first verse we 
have in the original Hebrew the word Shamayim, (heavens) in the 
dual form. How is this? St. Paul and Swedenborg, both eye witness- 
es, tell us there are three heavens. ‘The friend, above alluded to, who 
has discovered that Elohim* is plural, and not dual, is well able to as- 
sist here in counsel. Further: the original has “ Tohu and Bohu,” 
translated by some Latin interpreters, vacuus et inanis, two words be- 
tween which it is difficult to see the difference. Our English translators 
appear to have jumped at it, and made a difference where they could 
find none. Their translation in this respect is certainly forced and un- 
authorized.t You are well aware that the style of the sacred scrip- 


* This gentleman has been rather bolder than Calvin and other great doctors 
of the church, who have protested against deriving any argument in favour of 
the Trinity from the word Elohim, for among many other difficulties, they found 
in the 16th chapter of Judges that the Philistines offered a great sacrifice to Da- 
gon, their Elohim. In | Samuel, 5th chapter, we find this Dagon to be an image 
representing one person; for he is spoken of in the singular, and it is not likely 
there was either Trinity or plurality of any kind in him. If this gentleman will 
turn to Genesis, 24th chapter, v. 9, he will find that Eleazar, of Damascus, swore 
to Abraham his Maelers or Lords. By referring to his Clavis, he will find the 
word there used in the original is plural (donaiv,) so that we must beli¢ve there 
was a Trinity of persons in Abraham. But a careful perusal of the sacred yo- 
lume will satisfy the reader that the Hebrews were in the habit of using’plurals 
for singulars, as expressive of excellence or dignity. It is to be lamented that 
those who undertake, and conceive themselves by their profession, called upon 
to explain difficult passages, do not more accurately prepare themselves for 
the work. 

t It is not intended here to discredit the general merits of this translation. 
With the exceptions of those places where they have stepped aside for the pur- 
pose of supporting particular doctrines of their church, and some others hardly 
to be avoided in so long a work. its accuracy is so great, that there is but little 
prospect of our having a better for some time to come, 
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tures throughout, abounds with this duality of phrase observed long 
since by common critics. To aid you in your investigation of the words 
Tohu and Bohu, as they are not of frequent occurrence in the Bible, I 
will refer you to the explanation of a very acute philologist, who has, 
perhaps, gone nearer the truth than any other. He says, one signifies 
defect in perpendicular, and the other in horizontal direction, as the 
mason would say, neither plumb nor level, and illustrates his opinion by 
a very learned induction. It is to be feared, however, that this is not 
satisfactory. Further: in the same verse it is also said, God in the be- 
girming created the heavens. But it isnot said they were without form, 
or void. Yet the sun, moon, and stars, were not created till the fourth 
day. If then we are to understand this to be the visible heavens, were 
they not void when there was neither sun, moon, or stars ? or could the 
heavens, prior to the existence of the heavenly bodies, be said to be 
created at all? For it is now ascertained, the heavens do not consist of 
crystalline or diaphanous concentric spheres. In verse 3, during the 
lirst day, light was created, yet in verse 14 we find the sun was not 
created till the fourth day. This is an old difficulty—Tamen usque re- 
curret, for it is not yet answered. Clarke makes a poor hand of it. ‘The 
creation of caloric and its coruscations will not answer the purpose. 
Granting there was a universal diffusion of light, its existence could 
not make regular alternations of evening and morning, of day and 
night, for three successive turns. We now know that the sun does not, 
at the close of day, hasten to repose or cool himself in the western 
ocean, and that day and night are formed only by the alternate pre- 
sentation or withdrawal of each hemisphere from the central emana- 
ting body of light in the sun. This passage has given rise to many ca- 
vils from the deists. It behoves a teacher in Israel to provide a full an- 
swer for these gentlemen, since they are not to be turned aside either 
by Clarke’s theory of caloric, or a clerical frown. Unfortunately for 
those who have heretofore held mankind in the severe bonds of eccle- 
siastical dominion, the “ human mind has swelled beyond the measure 
of their chains,” and burst the Lilliputian ties that would confine her 
inquiries, or retard her growth. Every branch of natural and moral 
science, except one, has made immense strides in their progress to- 
wards perfection. Theology has not advanced one step be; ond its con- 
dition in the time of Henry the Eighth,* The other sciences, looking 


* The remarks in the text relate merely to theology, properly so called, not 
including philology as applied to the sacred writings At the time of the En- 
glish translation of the Bible, and the publication of the Critici Sacri, and Wal- 
ton’s Polyglot with his Prolegomena, the Biblical scholars in England stood 
among the. first in the first rank. There has been, however, since that time, a 
sad falling off in our mother country, and England would be the last place, at 
the present day, to look for instruction in these matters. The review of Bel- 
lamy’s translation in the quarterly, for which, no doubt, the best Hebrew scho- 
larship of the country was anxiously invoked, has plainly all the timidity of men 
stepping on ice, and manifesting, by their movements, an evident conviction of 
their incompetency. Germany, in fact, appears, at the present day, to possess 
an almost exclusive reputation for sacred literature. It is a cheering circum- 
stance to everv one who feels himself interested in the literary character of our 
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from their elevation upon the stunted form of their elder companion, 
for she is entitled to the birth-right, may justly take up the words of 
the wise man, and say, “We havea little sister and she has no breasts; 
what shall we do for our sister in the day when she shall be spoken 
for 2” Alas! the time is fast approaching, when the youth of an en- 
lightened age will cease to ask her in marriage. 

In the 2d chapter, 5th verse, we find first mentioned the TETRA- 
GRAMMATON or ineflable name, called by the Jews, when they dare 
venture so far, Yod he Wav he. You well know the rules laid down 
with respect to this name by the venerable translators who do such in- 
finite honour to your church. ‘They express it in English always by 
capital letters, sometimes by the word LORD, and sometimes as in 
Ezekiel throughout, by the word GOD. With this circumstance in the 
letter of the word, you must be well acquainted, as it shows itself in 
every edition of the Bible. You know too their reason for this, viz. 
that when to that name (Jehovah) were annexed the vowel points of 
Adonay, it was so enunciated by the Jews, and printed LORD in ca- 
pital letters in our Bibles. When the vowel points of Elohim were an- 
nexed (Jehovih) it was enunciated as Elohim by the Jews, and printed 
GOD with capitals. This is common criticism, containing no knot but 
what you can untie “‘ familiar as your garter.” But be pleased to 
tell me, why in the sacred volume the ineffable name is sometimes called 
JEHOVAH, and at other times JEHOVIH? This is not common 
criticism. 

In the 9th verse of the same chapter, we are told of two trees which 
were placed in the midst of the garden. ‘The tree of life, and the tree 
of the knowledge of good and evil. ‘Tell me, what was the fruit of this 
tree “which brought death into the world and all our wo?” You 
will not, I presume, give me the answer of the primer, in which we see 
a tree bearing fruit, and a snake with an apple in its mouth presented 
to ourcommon mother. Christians have less difficulty in understand- 
ing the nature of the tree of life, although their idea is a very obscure 





country, to see the establishment of the three respectable theological schools 
which have been lately founded in the United States. They will, however, bring 
with them no inconsiderable dangers. The German scholars having taken the 
lead in the main subject of their studies, their works must be resorted to and re- 
gularly reviewed in those schools. The following extract of a letter from a youn 
American clergyman in Germany, (see Analectic Magazine for last half of 1818, 
page 82,) will suggest some very serious reflections :—“ 1 know not whether you 
feel an interest in the far-famed and suspected new school of German theology. 
Almost all the positions of the deistical writers have, by professors of theology, 
been tacitly assumed and defended. One cf the most remarkable works of the 
new school appeared last Easter, from the pen of Mr. Eichorn, He goes upon 
the principle, that the prophetical works are a sacred anthology, of which the 
principal parts were composed at different periods, and referred, by those who 
collected them, to a few prominent names in the earlier literature of their coun- 
try. Thus, in the book of Isaiah, he finds a chronology of over 200 years, It 
is the introduction to the Old Testament of this very distinguished man, which 
has done most toward the foundation of the new school in Germany.” It will 
soon be discovered, that the theology of the old church has no means of protec- 
tion against the flood of infidelity which will overwhelm Christianity from this 
source. 
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one. They so often see in the gospel, and hear from the pulpit, the 
words “ waters of life,” and “ hving waters,’ that they believe this 
tree to be of a mystical, not a natural character, particularly as they 
are told that by eating once of the fruit, a man might live for ever; and 
more especially, when they see inthe 22d chapter of the Apocalypse, 
that this tree (of life) is again to appear in the midst of the street of the 
New-Jerusalem, on either side of “ a pure river of water of life clear 
as crystal, proceeding out of the throne of God and the Lamb,” and 
is to bear twelve manner of fruits, and the leaves of the tree are for the 
healing of the nations. You will please to tell me, what these leaves 
and these nations are, when you tell me what was the nature of the fruit 
and of the tree itself of the knowledge of good and evil. The nature 
of this last tree, to wit, of the knowledge of good and evil, I cannot 
excuse you from explaining, as your whole theology, from A to Z, is 
founded upon it; and without it, crumbles into ruins. 

The 3d chapter of Genesis opens with an account of the serpent. Be 
good enough to give me some description of him. You will not see him 
with the same “ eyes” as ‘ larke, nor treat the fair sex so ungallantly 
as he has, by supposing, that in order to tempt from her duty the fair- 
est and most perfect among women, it was necessary he should present 
himself in the shape of an ourang outang. Really, it is impossible to 
touch the most solemn subjects, after these grave doctors in theology, 
with common seriousness. ‘To assist your reflections, permit me to 
suggest, that the serpent is a known subject of allegory throughout the 
ancient world. You have it in the wretched fate of the priest of Apollo 
in the Laocoon. I must, however, protest against the explanations of 
Bryant, and similar gentry, as knowing nothing of the subject. There 
are several texts of the holy volume which will give us more light, both 
as to the sacred and the mythological meaning of this allegory. Let us 
proceed: “ Now the serpent was more subtle than any beast of the 
field.” “ The serpent beguiled me and I did eat.” “ On thy belly 
shalt thou go, and dust shalt thou eat all the days of thy life.” “ The 
seed of the woman shall bruise the serpent's head, and he shall bruise 
his heel.’ Inthe desart the children of Israel were bitten by fiery 
serpents. ‘ And Moses made a serpent of brass and put it upon a 
pole : and it came to pass, that if a serpent had bitten any man, when 
he beheld the serpent of brass, he lived.’ Our Lord says, John, Sd 
chapter, 14th verse, “ And as Moses lifted up the serpent in the wil- 
derness, even so must the Son of Man be lifted up, that whosoever 
believeth in him should not perish, but have eternal life.’ In the 
Apocalypse, Ist chapter, verse 13 to 16, the Lord Jesus Christ is de- 
scribed as personally appearing in his divine humanity, and it is said, 
“ his feet were like unto fine brass, as if they burned in a furnace.” 
Now, sir, be good enough to explain these texts in one harmonious 
view, for believe me they are capable of a most beautiful, connected 
explanation. This, too may go to show what never was dreamed of 
in your theology, why the Lord Jesus (hrist was descended of Mary 
alone, and not of Joseph as well as Mary. Also, why he had not a 
human soul, which he could not have, as not having a human father ? 
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There is no reason in the world from any principle in your theology, 
why the Lord, as to his humanity, was not born of Joseph as well as 
Mary; and there is no cause, apart from the letter of the scriptures, for 
disagreement between you and the Unitarians on this point, for the 
divine omnipotence as to any views your church can have of the mat- 
ter, could as well perform one as the other. 


(To be continued.) 
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[BY THE REV. JOHN CLOWES. | 
(Continued from p. 41.) 


‘«‘ Whatsoever Gop has commanded (replied Paternus) must of course 
be more agreeable to the order of Gov than what He has not com- 
manded. Now Gop has ordained marriage on the authority of an ex- 
press command, where He says, For this cause shall a man leave his 
father and mother, and shall cleave unto his wife, and they twain 
shall be one flesh. Gen. ii.24. Matt. xix. 5. Mark, x. 7,8. But 
He has no where ordained celibacy, either by command or by commen- 
dation. Moreover, God has been pleased, in His own Most Hoty 
Worn, to give His divine sanction, countenance, and security to mar- 
riage, in the first place, by forbidding adultery, which is the opposite 
to all true marriage, and also its destruction; and in the second place, 
by ordaining rules for the regulation of conjugal love, and at the same 
time by establishing the sanctity and dignity of that love, whilst he 
deems it worthy of an honourable comparison with His own divine 
love for His church, and His church’s reciprocal love to himself. Be- 
sides, it is according to the order of Gop that the world should be 
peopled and replenished with inhabitants ; but who cannot see that 
this order is fulfilled more effectually by marriage than by celibacy ? 
It is again according to the order of Gov, that the natural asperity of 
the man should be softened and subdued by the mi/d and gentle affec- 
tions of the woman, and that the mild and gentle affections of the woman 
should be guided, elevated, and blessed by the understanding of the man, 
and that thus the man and the woman together may form one mind and 
one life, combining the separate perfections and excellencies of each ; 
but how can these effects be promoted so successfully as by the bond of 
marriage? It is again according to the order of Gop, that children 
should be educated in His fear and love, and that they should be in- 
structed also in the rules and obligations of social, moral, and religious 
life ; but how inadequate to this purpose is a state of celibacy, and how 
admirably is marriage calculated to promote it! Lastly, it is accord- 
ing to the order of Gop that there should exist here below on earth an 
exact corresponding figure of His own most holy conjunction with 
His kingdom and church, that so all mankind, beholding this sacred 
and lovely portrait, might find their understandings enlightened and 
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their affections elevated by it to the contemplation of that eternal mar- 
riage of the divine love and wisdom, which is the wonder and delight 
of angels and of all good men; but where now upon earth shall we dis- 
cover such a corresponding figure, except in pure and legitimate mar- 
riage? I conclude. therefore, and [ flatter myself you will agree with 
me in the conclusion, that the married state is more agreeable to the 
order of Gop than the single state, and consequently that it is more 
pleasing and acceptable to Gop, since God must of course be best 
pleased with what is according to His own order. 

“TI wish (said Miranda) you may succeed as well in proving your 
second point, as you have done in proving your first. Will you, 
therefore, have the goodness to try now to convince me, that the married 
state has the advantage over the single in being more admissive of hap- 
piness, as much as in being more according to the order of Gon? I 
fear (replied Paternus ) that there will be more difficulty in producing 
conviction on this point than on that which we have just been discuss- 
ing, I will not say in your mind, but in the minds of the bulk of man- 
kind, by reason of the very imperfect and inadequate ideas which peo- 
ple in general form concerning happiness. For the case is, that at this 
day happiness is usually confounded with pleasure, and few are at the 
pains to make the proper distinction between the two terms. Few, 
therefore, are enabled to discern the proper characters and qualities of 
each, and how pleasure is a mere external gratification, common alike 
to the human species and the brutal, whereas happiness is an internal 
joy, the peculiar and distinguishing property of men and angels. In 
other words, pleasure is of the body and its senses, but happiness is of 
the mind and its affections. Pleasure, again, is enjoyed by the wicked 
and the profligate, as well as by the pious and the good, but happi- 
ness is the exclusive privilege of the latter. Again, pleasure is tre- 
quently unconnected with Gop and religion, but happiness zrows in 
no soil on which Gop doth not shine as a fructifying Sun, and which 
is not watered by the refreshing waters of religzous truth and know- 
ledge. In short, pleasure is a mere external, natural, temporal, and 
short-lived enjoyment, and if separated from the superior principle of 
the love and wisdom of Gop, is polluted, filthy, degrading, and de- 
structive ; but happiness, on the contrary, is an internal, spiritual, 
eternal, and never-fading bliss, which, by virtue of its conjunction 
with its divine source, is pure, chaste, ennobling, and saving, because 
proceeding from above, it is always elevating man out of all hisnatural 
defilements, to lay hold of the golden crown of everlasting life, right- 
eousness and peace. I wish it however to be observed, that happiness 
and pieusure are not incompatible with each other, because it is possi- 
ble that the external delights of the body and senses may be united 
with the internal joys of the mind and tts affections, in which case 
the former are made partakers of the purities of the latter. 

“ But what (asked Eugenio) has your definition of happiness to do 
with the comparative claims of the married and single state to the pos- 
session of it?” 

* More, perhaps. than vou are aware of, (replied Paternus,) because 
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when it is once seen that happiness is an internal, spiritual, and ever- 
lasting principle, to be found only in wise and pious minds, it will then 
be seen clearly how much more admissive married life is of such an 
invaluable good than single life.” 

“Do you suppose, then, (said Eugenio,) that an unmarried person 
is incapable of tasting a happiness grounded in an internal, spiritual, 
and everlasting principle ?” 

‘No, my dear Eugenio, (replied Paternus,) it is impossible to sup- 
pose any such thing: but will you please to recollect, that our present 
inquiry is concerning the comparative share of such happiness, as en- 
joyed in the married state and in the single. Without, therefore, de- 
nying to the unmarried person his share, I will insist, that both in 
quality and quantity it falls far short of what he might have tasted in 
the married state. And here allow me to call to your remembrance 
the distinction above adverted to, between what is good and what is 
very good, and to apply it in the present case respecting happiness. 
An unmarried person, it was shown, may be good, but not very good, 
until he be united with his conjugal partner. In like manner I would 
say, that an unmarried person may be happy, but not very happy, 
until he enters upon such an union. In pursuing my argument, how- 
ever, I do not mean to lay stress on external advantages, or such as 
accrue from the division of domestic cares and labours, f-om the en- 
dearments of mutual society, from the delights of educating children, 
from the reciprocal aid and protection afforded, especially in time of 
sickness, &c. &c. though these considerations ought not to be entirely 
overlooked and left out of the account. But the point of happiness on 
which I would particularly lay my finger on this occasion, is that which 
results from the very nature of conjugal love itself. For who doth 
not perceive, and allow. that this love, regarded merely as a natural 
dove, is the most delightful and gratifying of all loves, having more 
natural bliss annexed to it than any other love? Who therefore can- 
not perceive, and who will not be. disposed to allow, that when this 
love is rendered spiritual, by being directed upwards to its divine 
source, and enjoyed under the influence of that source, it then becomes 
admissive of spiritual and heavenly blessedness, as far superior to 
those which other loves enjoy, as its natural delights are superior to 
the natural delights attending any other love? Besides, it ought fur- 
ther to be taken into the account, that every blessedness is increased 
by sharing it with another ; but where will you find another, like a 
conjugal partner, to be a sharer with you in your joys! Again, a 
conjugal partner not only shares in your joys, but also communicates 
his own. ‘Thus the joys of each partner, being imparted to the other, 
are continually doubled, and according to this two-fold measure, must 
ever exceed those of single life, which do not admit of any such 
increase.” 

“ But would it not (said Eugenio) be a sad drawback on the happi- 
ness of a conjugal pair, if they were uncertain about its continuance 
after death?” 

_ “TY grant it would, (replied Paternus,) but did you ever know a true 
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conjugal pair who were distressed by any uncertainty of such a sort ? 
Or rather doth not their hope of the continuance of their bliss amount 
to a degree of certainty, arising from the full persuasion and desire of 
meeting again in another world? And doth not this very persuasion 
and desire prove the certainty of the accomplishment of their object ? 
For whence can such a persuasion and desire come, but from that Dr- 
vine Berne who has mercifully implanted them in the human bosom 
for the happiness of his creatures? And is it reasonable to suppose 
that: Gop would implant a persuasion and a desire which He never in- 
tended to fulfil and gratify? Besides, is it not most probable that 
man’s whole life in this world is meant to be preparatory for another ? 
But how could this be true, if conjugal life and love, which form so large 
a share of man’s life and enjoyments here, were to be extinguished after 
death? I conclade, therefore, on the ground both of reason and scrip- 
ture, that conjugal happiness survives the grave, and that the fear of 
its extinction can never operate with conjugal partners as any draw- 
baek upon its joys.” 

“1 do not know (said Miranda to her father) whether my brother 
be satisfied or not with your conclusion, but for my own part I feel the 
fullest conviction of its truth, and of the superior blessedness too of 
married life above single, because it appears to me that no human hap- 
piness can be so great as that of two married partners, who agree in 
referring all their mutual joys to a divine source, and who find a delight 
in offering up their daily united prayers and praises to their HeaveN- 
ty Fatuer. But though lam inwardly persuaded that the married 
state has the advantage over the single in the article of happiness, yet 
I confess it is not quite so clear to me, how it can have the advantage 
also, as being more conducive to man’s purification, which was the 
third point you insisted on. Will you then have the goodness, my dear 
father, to explain this point more fully to my apprehension °” 

‘“‘ Tt must not, and ought not to be concealed, my child, (replied Pa- 
ternus, ) that the married state has its trials, temptations, and difficul- 
ties, and I wish you, therefore, to be well apprized of this apparently 
hard circumstance. For the purification, and consequent union of two 
minds, are not to be effected in any other way, since every human love, 
even that which subsists between married pairs, is at first natural, and 
can only be rendered spiritual by spiritual combats against its natural 
impurities ; and yet until it is rendered spiritual, no true spiritual and 
conjugal union can be effected between the parties. The parties them- 
selves, indeed, are led to suppose that their union is accomplished on 
the day of marriage ; but this is a great mistake: It can only be ac- 
complished successively after the day of marriage, when the interiors 
of the minds of each party begin to open and manifest themselves, 
which had before been kept closed by external joys. Now in the inte- 
riors of the minds of all mankind, as both revelation and experience 
assure us, there is a great mixture of natural evil, which evil being 
opposite to conjugal love and bliss, has a tendency to destroy them, if 
it be not discovered, combated, and subdued. For the natural evil of 
the human heart seeks dominion, being a composition of self-love and 











THE GOLDEN WEDDING RING. 9] 


—_—--— 
a 


the love of the world, so that man, under the influence of such love, is 
unwilling to submit himself, not only to the will of a conjugal partner, 
but even to the will of Gop himself. Whilst such evil therefore re- 
mains uncontrolled, and is suffered to have ascendancy, all conjugal 
tnion is in danger of being totally dissolved, nor can that danger be 
escaped but by the eradication of the corrupt principle from which it 
springs. Hence then arises the necessity of trial, temptation, and dif- 
Jficuliy, with conjugal partners, after the day of marriage. For they 
are thus to be taught the salutary lesson of renouncing and combating 
their natural evils, that so the love of Gop, from which all true conju- 
gal union is derived, may be implanted in the place of such evils. They 
are to be taught at the same time, and by the same means, the whole- 
some discipline of bearing with each other in the great work of purifi- 
cation, and also of bearing with Gop. The natural love of dominion 
is by the same process to be broken, until each party is willing to ac- 
commodate to the will of Gop and of the other party, and to find his 
principal enjoyment in such accommodation.” 

; © But allowing the necessity of such a process of purification, (said 
Miranda, ) how does it appear that the married state is better suited for 
its accomplishment than the single ?” 

*‘ It appears from this consideration, (replied Paternus,) because in 
the married state the partners are called toa more constant exercise 
of the duty of submission of their own wills to the will of another, than 
in the single state. For in the single state, both the man and the wo- 
man are left more to the indulgence of the selfish affections, and have 
fewer calls to combat them. But in the married state there is required 
a continual sacrifice of inclination to duty, a daily and hourly exercise 
of surrender to another’s will, especially the will of Gop. In this appa- 
rent disadvantage, therefore, consists the real advantage of married 
life over the single as to purification. For what is more purifying than 
submission of the will, properly understood, and what is man’s greatest 
defilement, but a want of such submission? What infinite reason then 
have we to adore the goodness: and wisdom of the FarHer or THE 
Univers, who, in ordaining marriage and its sacred obligations, has 
established, at the same time, the best and fittest means of our purifica- 
tion, by calling us to the most constant surrender of ourselves to His 
will, in the first place, and in the second place, to the will of that other 
being with whom we are desirous to be united in the closest bonds of 
love. of confidence, and of bliss !”’ 

(To be continned ) 
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Charity is an internal affection of the soul, proceeding from the Lord 
Jesus Christ, as its proper fountain, and prompting a man to do good, 
and to act uprightly from a pure love of goodness and uprightness, 
without any regard to reward or recompense; for it bringeth its own 
reward along with it, and in its exercise is attended with the highest 
and purest satisfaction of life.— NV. J. D. 104, 
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LETTER ON THE RBSURRECTION. 








FOR THE NEW-JERUSALEM MISSIONARY. 


A PLAIN AND FAMILIAR LETTER TO A BROTHER, A 


© the Mesurvrection. 


Henderson, (N. Y.) June 6, 1823—67. 
My very DEAR Broruer, 

You can hardly think how joyful you haye made me, by your 
favour of the 27th ultimo, just now received. I must return you a short 
answer, as the mail returns from the next post-office, rather than wait 
a week; because I have not written you for some time; and because 
your interesting inquiries, concerning the Resurrection, ought to be 
answered without delay. 

The body of Christ arose undoubtedly; it was gone from the sepul- 
chre; it was not stolen away. But we are not to infer from this, that 
he ascended with a material body into heaven, because the other world 
hag nothing material belonging to it; it is purely spiritual. The very 
distinction between the two worlds lies in this, that the present is ma- 
terial, the future spiritual. ‘To say, therefore, that material bodies as- 
cend into heaven, is to confound the distinction between that world and 
this. Besides, a material body, requiring a material place, and material 
enjoyments, would make heaven sensual, gross, and a Mahomedan 
paradise. I believe that previous to the ascension of our Lord, all that 
was material belonging to him was put off. ‘This may be deduced from 
a consideration of the very nature of heaven in distinction from things 
terrestrial. There was a reason for our Lord’s literal resurrection, pe- 
culiar to his own case. It was important that the event, on which so 
much depended, should be most evidently demonstrated. After the 
certainty of his resurrection had been sufficiently evinced by infallible 
proofs, it was not requisite that any thing material should any longer 
belong tohim. In the case of mankind, it is generally held, that the 
material body after the resurrection, will be changed into a spiritual 
body. Thus it is virtually granted, that by some means, there must be 
a divesture of all that is material; it seems also to be conceded, that the 
natural body is one thing, and the spiritual body another ; that the na- 
tural body is adapted only to the natural world, and the spiritual body 
to the spiritual world; and that the material body can be of no use when 
raised, except it be to make a spiritual body out of it. That there will 
bea change of what is material into that which is spiritual, is a tradi- 
tionary idea, which ought not to be admitted without evidence. Cor- 
rectly understood, there does not appear to be any scripture for its 
support;’and to me it seems as unphilosophical, and as impossible in 
the nature of things, as it is unscriptural. In the fifteenth chapter of 
the first of Corinthians, the apostle says much on the subject of the re- 
surrection ; but not a word to show that the natural body will be chang- 
ed into a spiritual body. Nor does he once teach or intimate that the 
natural body will be raised; but evidently implies the contrary, by 
affirming that “ the spiritual body is raised;” and by saying, “ Thou 
sowest not that body that shall be.” Let his words, verse 44, be trans- 
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lated literally, and they will read thus, viz. “ The natural body is sown ; 
the spiritual body is raised.” Does not the expression clearly imply, 
that there is, in the case of mankind, no such thing as a material resur- 
rection? In the residue of this verse, the apostle makes an express 
distinction between these two bodies. He says, “ There is a natural 
body, and there is a spiritual body ;” and which is, and which is not 
raised, he assures us expressly, by saying, “ ‘The natural body is sown— 
and that which thou sowest, thou sowest not that body that shall be.” 
In relation to the natural body, the spiritual resembles the germe in the 
grain, which is sown in the field. According to this resemblance, it is 
the germe, the spiritual body, that rises; not that identical mortal body 
that is committed as “ earth to earth.” In perfect agreemént with 
these representations of the Apostle, Job tells us that “ as the cloud is 
consumed, and vanisheth away; so he that goeth down to the grave 
shall come up no more. He shall return no more to his house, neither 
shall his place know him any more.” By his house, to which he will 
no more return, we are to understand, “ the earthly house of this ta- 
bernacle ;” and, by his coming up no more, is meant, that his natural 
body will not be raised. In 2 Cor. v. 1—4, Paul makes a distinction 
between the earthly house of this tabernacle, which is to be dissolved, 
and an house not made with hands; at the same time, giving no inti- 
mation, that we shall ever be “ clothed” again with our earthly house 
after its dissolution, he teaches, unequivocally, that we shall be “ cloth- 
ed upon with our house which is from. heaven ;” and, that instead of 
being “ unclothed,” or without a body for thousands of years, “ we 
shall not be found naked.” Did we view this subject as the A postle 
did, our minds would be settled beyond a doubt. “ For we know,” 
said he, “ that if our earthly house of this tabernacle were dissolved, 
we have a building of God, an house not made with hands, eternal in 
the heavens.”” That this “ building of God,” with which we shall be 
eternally invested or “ clothed-upon,” in the mansions of glory, is not 
the earthly house of this mortal body, is sufficiently evident, from the 
above considerations, to put our minds, as regards this subject, for ever 
at rest. The more you look at the passages cited, the more clearly 
will they evince the doctrine of a mere spiritual resurrection on the 
part of mankind. That there is a resurrection of the dead, is not to be 
denied. But when it is asked, “ With what body do they come ?” you 
now perceive, that with Paul I answer, “ ‘The spiritual body is raised ;” 
and with the same Apostle, I give the same reason for it, “ ‘That flesh 
and blood cannot inherit the kingdom of God.” 

To prove a material resurrection, there are passages often quoted, 
which I have not time now fully to examine. Are we to apprehend 
they are of such a nature as to contradict the ones which have been 
adduced? Is the Bible a book of inconsistencies? Does not truth al- 
ways agree with itself? Is there one scriptural verity which is discordant 
with another? Most surely not. ‘Then there are no texts, which are 
designed by the Holy Spirit, with their true construction, to vindicate 
the doctrine of a carnal resurrection. There are several passages, 
which would seem to justify such a signification. if literally understood. 
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Ezekiel, xxxvii. 1—14, for instance is as positive and explicit, in this 
sense, as any that can be adduced. The prophet is placed in the midst 
of a valley full of bones, very dry; and to show the meaning of this 
affecting spectacle, “ Thus saith the Lord God, Behold, O my people, 
I will open your graves, and cause you to come up out of your graves, 
and bring you into the land of Israel. And ye shall know that I am 
the Lord, when I have opened your graves, O my people, and brought 
you up out of your graves, and shall put my Spirit in you, and ye shall 
live, and I shall place you in your own land.” In your inquiries con- 
cerning the resurrection, have you ever looked particularly at this pas- 
sage? Do you not see, that if taken literally, it will prove that the 
people of God, after the resurrection of their bodies from their graves, 
will have their residence again in this world, instead of having “ an 
entrance ministered to them abundantly, into the everlasting kingdom 
of our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ ;” and that instead of having “an 
house not made with hands, eternal in the heavens,” they will only be 
brought into the literal Canaan, the land of Israel? It is a remarkable 
circamstance, that however tenacious many are of a literal resurrection, 
they give to what is said in this chapter on the subject, a spiritual, or 
as they call it, a figurative signification. They will by no means admit 
that it means a resurrection of the natural body. Let it be so; but are 
they consistent with themselves, and with the Holy Scriptures, in giving 
a literal import to other passages, just when, and just where it will suit 
their zigzag method of supporting a material resurrection? Ifthe same 
expressions have not a uniform signification in the Divine Word 
throughout, we are all afloat as to its true sense, and may prove any 
thing, as the vanity and puff of our imaginations may dictate. Let this 
passage in Ezekiel be understood with a spiritual signification, and by 
parity of explication it may be consistently urged, that a spiritual re- 
surrection is meant by our Lord in John, v. 28, 29. “ All that are in 
their graves” are here mentioned as “ coming forth.” Their resur- 
rection, as conceded by the construction generally given to similar 
expressions in the 37th of Ezekiel, is not with their natural bodies; and 
according to Paul’s explication, it is with bodies that are spiritual, in 
distinction from those that are natural. By “ graves set in the sides 
of the pit:” by “ graves round about them that are gone down to the 
pit;” by “graves round about them that have fallen uncircumcised, 
and gone down to hell with their weapons of war,” as represented, 
Ezek. 32d chapter, we are surely not to understand material graves. 
To suppose there are graves of earth in heil, is as absurd as to suppose 
there are material bodies and material mansions in heaven. There is 
doubtless in the other world, what corresponds to literal graves in this; 
or there would, in the representations of that world, be no propriety in 
the use of such language. The Evangelist is speaking of what is spi- 
ritually signified by graves, in the spiritual world, where he says, “ The 
graves were opened, and many bodies of saints, who slept, arose and 
came out of their graves after his resurrection, and went into the holy 
city, and appeared unto many.” You will not admit, that the Evan- 
gelist, in this statement. contradicts the apostle Paul. and the prophet 
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Ezekiel. But are you able to conceive how it can be otherwise, if they 
are all to be understood literally? Yield, that they are unanimously 
speaking of a spiritual resurrection, with spiritual bodies, and there is 
obviously no contrariety in their statements. But you will ask, from 
whence did the saints arise, after our Lord’s resurrection? I answer, 
from “ the lower parts of the [spiritual] earth,” in the spiritual world. 
That was the place to which our Lord himself descended, as mentioned 
in Eph. iv. 8—10, “ Wherefore he saith, When he ascended up on 
high, he led captivity captive, and gave gifts unto men. Now that he 
ascended, what is it but that he also descended first into the lower 
parts of the earth? He that descended is the same also that ascended 
far above all heavens, that he might fill all things.” See also Psalm 68, 
18. Isaiah, 44, 23. Ezek. 31,16.° “ Many of the saints” were de- 
tained in the lower parts of the spiritual earth, in the world of spirits, 
until the Lord’s glorification took place, because their states were such, 
that until then they could not be elevated into heaven. They are there- 
fore called by the Psalmist, and by Paul, “ captivity.” Psalm, 68, 18. 
Eph. iv. 8—10. by Zechariah, “ prisoners.” Zech. ix. 11; and by 
Peter, “ spirits in prison.” 1 Pet. iii. 19. Their state and their de- 
liverance are described in Psalm, cvii. 10—17. Isa. xlii. 7, and in 
many other places. From the time of the flood to the Lord’s resur- 
rection, as you may see by the passage from Peter, their detention had 
been prolonged ; and their numbers accumulating for several thousands 
of years, they had become “ many.” But when the Lord arose, in 
consequence of the emanation of his Spirit through the medium of his 
glorified Humanity, they arose also from the lower parts of the spiritual 
earth, as represented by their coming out of their graves; their capti- 
vity was led captive; from their graves as it were by the sides of the 
pit, like those mentioned by the prophet Ezekiel, they ascended, and 
went into the holy city, that is, into heaven. . They appeared unto 
many, not because they could -be seen with eyes of flesh, but because 
there were many, in that day, to whose spiritual eyes those inhabitants 
of the spiritual world were revealed; as in the case of Stephen, who 
“‘ saw the heavens opened, and the Son of man standing on the right 
hand of God ;” and as in the case of John, who, “ in the Spirit, beheld, 
and heard the voice of many angels round about the throne, and the 
four beasts, and the elders; and the number of them was ten thousand 
times ten thousand, and thousands of thousands.” 

In the course of time, by the degradation of mankind, this blessed 
sight of the other world was lost. Like the first man, we are now em- 
phatically of the earth, earthy. The consequence is, that we attach ma- 
terial and gross ideas to spiritual things; and even to the divine word, 
a literal and worldy, instead of a spiritual and heavenly signification. 
We see all things according to our own states, and this inclines us to 
embrace the doctrine of a material resurrection, and of a sensual pa- 
radise. Let us, my beloved brother, shun evils as sins against God, 
and become spiritual; let us do his will, and then, according to his 
promise, we shall know the doctrine which is of God, and not of men. 
It gives me pleasure to receive and answer your inquiries. T thank you 
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sincerely for making them with so much candour and affection. If the 
answer shall, in any measure, meet your mind, I shall feel much grati- 
fied ; and joytuily indulge the hope, that the holy spirit will lead you, 
with great satisfaction, into all truth. 
With much love, I am truly your brother. 
HoLtAnp WEEKs. 
John M. Weeks, Esq. 
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A CHARGE 
Delivered in the New Jerusalem Temple in Baltimore, on the 8th day of 
June, 1823—67, after the Ordination of the Rev. Manning B. Rocue 
to the office of a Priest and Teaching Minister in the Lorp’s Veo 
Church, called the New Jerusalem. 


BY THE REY. JOHN HARGROVE, 


With what sentiments of holy awe should the spiritual watchman, 
the minister of the everlasting gospel, contemplate the arduous and 
self-denying duties of his sacred office! He may be said to be set for the 
fall or the rising again of many in Israel: to be the medium of life or of 
death eternal to many. ‘To aid, under the Lord, in opening the eyes 
of the blind, and enabling them to see and to rejotce in the salvation 
of God. Tobea faithful and zealous deiender of the divine truths 
of the everlasting gospel—a supporter of the peace and harmony of 
the church, and a daily intercessor for his appointed charge, and for all 
mankind, before the throne of mercy. Such a minister resembles one 
of those ‘angels « if God who are represented in the holy scriptures as 
continually ascending and descending the mystic ladder of Jacob. He 
descends in order to acquaint himself “with the state and the necessities 
of the church and of the people ; and he ascends again by pious and 
fervent prayer, in order to represent their wants before the throne of 
God. Through his instrumentality many careless sinners may be time- 
ly awakened to a just sense of their guilt and danger; while by his 
aid the humble followers of Jesus Christ are strengthened in the faith 
of the gospel, and confirmed in piety, and in every good desire. 

If the minister, however, would be truly successful in winning souls 
to Christ, he must teach by example as well as by precept; his own 
life and conversation must correspond to his enlightened and pious lec- 
tures: then, indeed, may he reasonably hope that the spirit of the 
Lord will accompany what he says, and that persuasion will dwell 
upon his lips. ‘The various ordinances of revealed religion are gra- 
ciously calculated to effect the most salutary operations on the human 
mind: among these the ordinance of a preached gospel is confessedly 
acknowledged to be the chief; and, in order to be eminently useful in 
this work, it is necessary that the preacher’s own understanding should 
be considerably dilated by a thorough knowledge of the holy scriptures. 
He should have them not only written in his memory, but deeply en- 
graven on his heart. An acquaintance with philosophy also, and with 
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history, and the sciences in general, would, doubtless, greatly increase 
the ability of the most pious minister for giving religious instruction ; 
as he would, thereby, be often greatly assisted, not only in the choice 
of his subjects, but also in the manner of treating them; he would be 
careful to arrange the different parts of a discourse so as they might 
best concur in illustrating and confirming each other ; avoiding, at the 
same time, all such anecdotes and observations as are not connected 
with the subject, nor eminently calculated to illustrate and confirm it. 
It is greatly to be feared, that too many persons have assumed this sa~ 
cred office, whose hearts have never been penetrated or impressed with 
its awful responsibility ; like some, in the days of Samuel, the 'anguage 
of their hearts (if not of their lips) is, “ Put me into the Priest’s office 
that I may eat a morsel of bread.” This, you will grant, is a.most 
lamentable profanation of holy things. ‘True: but have we not good 
reason to believe that such proianation yet exists, even in the Christian 
world? I fear it does: in the Lord’s New Church, indeed, there yet 
appears but little danger of this kind of profanation, whatever may be 
in time tocome. There may be danger, however, from another quar- 
ter; from laying hands too suddenly upon candidates for the ministry, 
before they have acquired even a tolerable fitness for the arduous du- 
ties of the office ; and, certainly, it is at men’s infinite hazard to rush 
into it before they have in their own souls some rational and pleasing 
evidences of a divine call to the work, and before they have made some 
progress in the regenerate life, so as net to be easily shaken by every 
wind of doctrine, or moved by reproach or persecution in the course 
of their ministry. For the faithful minister of the gospel must know 
no man after the flesh while he speaks on Gop’s behalf; but he should 
“reprove, rebuke, and exhort, with all boldness and authority ; not 
handling the word of God deceitfully, but by manifestation of the 
truth commend himself to every man’s conscience in the sight of Gov.” 
Not with the enticing words of man’s wisdom, but with great plain- 
ness of speech; in demonstration of the spirit, and with power ; com- 
paring spiritual things with spiritual ; while at the same time he shows 
their connexion and correspondence with natural things ; thus un- 
folding and rightly dividing the word of truth, and giving every man 
his portion in due season. The true minister of the gospel should also 
be an example to his flock, in conversation, in charity, and in faith ; 
not lording it over God’s heritage, but leading them on with humility 
and gentleness ; avoiding, as much as may be, all foolish and unlearn- 
ed questions ; ever holding up to view the necessity of following after 
righteousness, godliness, faith, love, patience, and meekness ; Not 
seeking popularity or the praise of men, but the gloryof God and the 
salvation of precious souls. 

But however pure and disinterested the motives and the labours of 
such a minister of the gospel may be, he will, doubtless, meet with op- 
position, and have to encounter a formidable host of enemies, both on 
the right hand and on the left.’ O, then, what need will he have of 
being well armed with the whole armour of Gop! Having" his‘ loins 
~ about with truth, and having on, also, the breast-plate of righteous, 
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ness, and his feet shod with the preparation of the gospel of peace; 
and above all, taking the shield of faith, (in the Lord God and Saviour 
Fesus C hrist,) wherewith he may be enabled to quench every fiery dart 
of the wicked ; and, taking the helmet of salvation, and the sword of 
ihe spirit, which is THE worp or Gop, he will never be put down or 
conquered by all the powers of darkness ; for should the most cunning 
sophist —the most crafty metaphysician—the most arrogant Rabbi, ap- 
proach him and encounter him, he produces his Bible, and from ‘this 
source of divine wisdom and heavenly instruction, he is enabled (or 
should be) to make good his assertion ; not, however, as a dogmatical 
dictator, but as a believer in divine revelation; as a preacher of Mo- 
ses and the prophets, as well as of the holy gospels. He, therefore, 
compels his adversary to tremble and to submit, or to reject the testi- 
mony of the sacred pages. 

Tam aware that the age in which we live is fastidious in its taste. It 
demands eloquence, figure, rhetoric, and pathos; plain, honest, com- 
mon sense, is no longer attracting. No: the preacher must display the 
pomp of words, the magnificence of tropes and figures, or he will be 
esteemed but a very poor preacher. Such high-wrought and artificial 
lectures, however, are like beautiful paint upon windows, they rather 
obscure than admit the light of the sun. Truth should be always ex- 
hibited in such a dress as may be best suited to the state of the audi- 
ence. What can be more profitable, what can be more truly de- 
Jightful to a pious congregation of people, than to have a pastor who 
can not only read the word of God, but expound it also, consistently 
with every principle of science and reason, and with every attribute of 
God? The truly humble and enlightened minister of the gospel, then, 
should never forget that the reading of the scriptures should always 
compose a part of public worship, for in all his lectures his word should 
go for nothing, unless he prove that he is speaking as an expositor of 
the sacred scriptures. 

I fear that some of the modern professors of Christianity have not 
sufficiently studied the sacred pages. Their creeds and catechisms 
have wholly engrossed their time and their attention, their zeal and 
their affections. The sacred scriptures, those pure oracles of truth, 
which the divine mercy of the Lord has given to fallen man, as a “light 
to his feet, and a lantern to his paths,” have not yet obtained their 
proper rank in the Christian world, else they would be considered am- 
ply sufficient to detect all false doctrines, and to supercede all human 
ereeds and catechisms. I trust that ere long they will be brought into 
full operation. ‘The time is fast approaching when this must be. It is 
not yet clear day-light, but the morning dawn appears. 

To conclude: the pious and enlightened minister of the Lord’s New 
Church, (called the New Jerusalem,) should never lose sight of the 
three grand and essential articles of true Christianity, namely, 

ist. The divinity of the Lord Jesus Christ. 

2d. The sanctity of the holy Scriptures. 

And Sdly, the necessity of a good life. 

‘These leading and essential doctrines he should continually Jabou 








ee cee ee a 











REV. JOHN HARGROVE’S CHARGE. gg 








to illustrate and to defend, and to press them upon all his hearers by 
sound scriptural doctrine, and rational arguments. 

On these grand essentials, we have not time, at present, to enlarge ; 
(and, it is to be presumed, there is no necessity, as they have often been 
dwelt upon from this place.) We would, therefore, only add, that 
wherever these three grand doctrines of the blessed gospel are fully 
made known, received, and improved, there the true Christian church 
exists; for, against these doctrines the gates of hell can never prevail. 
The faithful minister of the Lord’s New Church, however, though he 
should never lose sight of these grand and essential doctrines of the 
everlasting gospel, need not confine himself to these alone. In the 
ample circle of revealed religion, there are many other doctrines 
which may properly claim his attention. 

Among these, the doctrine of repentance should take the lead : it 
is the foundation of the church in man ; for, “ Except we repent, we 
shall all, likewise perish.” Next to which, the true nature of faith, 
of regeneration, and of charity, should be explained and enforced ; 
together with the true nature of the holy scriptures; the divine pro- 
vidence of the Lord, and his great salvation, and occasionally, the 
reality and true nature of the resurrection ; together with the deeply 
interesting doctrine of a future state of rewards and punishments, ac- 
cording to the deeds done in the body. ‘The more the pious orator 
dwells upon these interesting and practical subjects, the more will 
he be likely to enlighten and to persuade. 

After all, however, the spiritual watchman will have need of much 
patience during the permitted continuance of the present night of er- 
ror, until the day dawn, and the shadows flee away. 

But let us indulge the pleasing hope, that this gloomy night of error 
is far spent, and that the day is at hand, the bright day, long since pre- 
dicted, when the light of the sun (of righteousness) shall be seven-fold, 
even as the light of seven days. 


«¢ When truth shall chase the clouds away, and darkness reign no more ; 
<¢ But one unclouded heavenly day, shall shine from shore to shore.” 


In the most advanced state of.the Lord’s future church, called the 
New Jerusalem, its ministers will want no new Bible to preach from : 
—no, if we speak not agreeably to the law and the prophets, as well 
as to the blessed gospels, we are willing you should believe that “ there 
is no light in us.” Itis true, the mere letter of the sacred pages is 
not always our criterion of doctrine, persuaded, as we are, that in 
many instances, “ the letter killeth ;” while on the contrary, “ the 
spirit” (or spiritual sense thereof always, when rightly understood,) 
“ oiveth life.” Yet we esteem the literal sense as the holy place in 
the temple of God : but the spiritual sense is as the “ HOLY OF HOLIES.” 
Into which inmost and most sacred apartments, you, my beloved bre- 
ther, have now entered by a new and living way, consecrated for us 
by every attribute of God, and every law of divine order and Chris- 
tian liberty. I would say unto you, then, as Paul once said unto 
Timothy, you have this day made a good profession befor@ many wit- 
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nesses, and have made a great sacrifice in order to keep a good con- 
science. Think not, however, to escape persecution in some form or 
other : the servant cannot be above his master: the doctrines you are 
now called to preach are too rational for the mere fanatic, and too 
spiritual for the mere deist. In all your future ministry, never forget 
the grand essentials of the Lord’s New Church : the Ist, respecting 
the object of worship; the 2d, respecting Christian salvation. Prove 
to your hearers, (for you can easily do it,) that God is ong, both in 
essence and in person, and that Jesus Christ in his glorified and divine 
humanity, is that God ; and see that you be equall. zealous in teaching, 
that obedience, to manifest duty, is the sure road to heaven. 

Reprove, rebuke, and exhort, with all long-suffering and doctrine, 
not by dealing damnation round the land on all who may innocently 
be your foes, but, “‘ in meekness instructing those that oppose them- 
selves; if God, peradventure, may grant them repentance for their 
past follies. 

And may the Lord Jesus Christ, the Father of mercies, grant you, 
according to the riches of his glory, to be strengthened with might in 
the inward man, that being rooted and grounded in love, you may be 
able to comprehend what is the length, and breadth, and depth, and 
height, of the glorious plan of redeeming mercy. 

And now unto Jesus Christ, who is able to do exceeding abundantly 
above all that we can ask or think, unto him be glory, and honour, 
and blessing, in his New Church, now, henceforth, for evermore. 

AMEN. 


~e He: 
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[FROM ‘TIE EDITOR'S COMMON-PLACE BOOK. | 


THE CORNER STONE. 


The Lorp, in the Scriptures, is frequently called a rock and a stone, 
when spoken of as to his divine humanity, or glorified human nature, 
which is divine Wisdom or Truth ; and it is in this sense that he is the 
Worp mave Fuiesu. There is a three-fold sense in the Worn, viz. 
natural, spiritual, and celestial. As stone, therefore, in the celestial, 
inmost, or supreme sense, always means the Lorn, or Divine ‘Truth 
itself, so in the respective sense it represents and siznifies truth deriv- 
ed from the Lord; and in an inferior sense, true and genuine doc- 
trines of faith ; and. in fact, truth of every possible degree, from ce- 
lestial down to natural and sensual, according to the subject treated of. 

Thus “ the stone which the builders rejected, not only signifies the 
Lorp himself, but also the doctrine of his sole, supreme, and exclusive 
divinity, which has now “ become the head of the corner.” It also 
signifies all divine érwth upon which the churchis founded. The stone 
which smote the image (Daniel, ii. 35) and afterwards became a great 
mountain, filling the whole earth, signifies, in the inmost, supreme, or 
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celestial sense, the Lorp in his divine humanity, or glorified human 
nature ; and in the spiritual sense it signifies the doctrine of his sole, 
supreme, and exclusive divinity.” This doctrine, or truth, is the cor- 
ner-stone of the New-Jerusalem Church. “ Whoever shall fall on this 
stone, shall be broken; but on whumsoever it shall fall, it will grind 
him to powder.” 

HERESIES. 


The illuminated Scribe of the New-Jerusalem (in A. C.n. 362) says 
that “ Heresies’ are ever attendant on the ¢rue church, and the 
ground of heresy (he says) is the being intent on some particular arti- 
cle of faith, and giving that the precedence ; “ for such is the nature of 
man’s thought (continues Swedenborg) that whilst he is attentive to 
some one particular thing, he prefers it to another, especially when 
his imagination claims it as a discovery of his own, and when self- 
love and the love of the world conspire to work upon the imagination. 
In this case every thing tends to administer fresh proof and confirma- 
tion of his opinions, so that he is ready to attest their truth in the most 
solemn manner, when, nevertheless, they may be utterly false.” 

In the True Christian Religion, (nn. 402,) he says, “ Men of learning 
and erudition, who have immersed themselves deeply in the confirma- 
tion of falses, are more sensual than other persons, however they may 
appear otherwise in the sight of men, especially when they argue in 
opposition to the truths of the Worp. Such sensualists have been the 
principal broachers of all heretical doctrines and opinions.” In an- 
other place he says, “ Heretical opinions, once confirmed, are never 
receded from.—A. C. n. 2385. 


THE ADAMIC CHURCH. 


All the Churches which ever existed on earth, have been destroyed 
by weresigs. ‘The first fatal error, of this description, recorded in the 
sacred Scriptures, was from the suggestion of the sensual principle that 
“‘ ve shall be as gods, knowing good and evil.” Man saw good and 
truth tx himself, and began to believe them to be Ais own. From ador- 
ing the fountain, he began to worship the stream. ‘This was eating 
the forbidden fruit. ‘The heat and light of the spiritual sun flowed as 
one into his mind; he mistook the emanation tor the sun itself—he 
called it God, and worshipped it. ‘Thus fell the church of Adam. 


THE CHURCH OF NOAH. 
A similar heresy destroyed the ancient church, which existed after 
the flood, as briefly noticed in the last number of the Missionary, page 
48, under the head of “ ‘Tower or BaBer.” 


THE JEWISH CHURCH. 


The Jews made the law of God of none effect, by their traditions, 
“ teaching for doctrines the commandments of men.” ‘They rejected 
the Worp, as they did the Messiah, crncifying beth “ between two 
thieves,” the evil and the false. Thus the Israelitish church came to 
an end. 


“* 


- 


pea. 







er 
» 
gs Sense. 


s, pela ee 
op ean Ey 


we 2% * 
eae 


~ We 
a Pts Sime. rat en ictieaig Barns ee = 
gig eT eo sige: sMtgh ote 2 oop. ; 
eee Pa aa Re ep Re’ < * 


mene Tt re hi 


se da 


+ Ae 


> . 
Sg INR Te tg RM 


Tee ee 


=i 


pals ag ae TE a 
aot so 


tony ate wae > 
— Ke 








102 DESULTORY THOUGHTS. 








THE CHRISTIAN CHURCH. 

The “abomination of desolation, spoken of by Daniel the pro- 
phet,’’ or the doctrine of three persons in the Godhead, was the dire- 
ful heresy which sapped the foundation of the Christian churc h, so that 
the temple has at length become a shapeless heap of ruins ; « Not one 
stone is left upon another, but all are thrown down.’ 


THE NEW CHURCH. 


“ Then shall they see the Son or Man coming in a cloud, with 
power and great glory. And when those things begin to come to pass, 
then look up, and litt up your heads; for your redemption draweth 
nigh.” The cloud is the letter or literal sense of the Holy Worn; 
within it you may now behold the Lord Jesus Christ, saying with a 
loud voice, “ the time is now come when I will tell you plainly of the 
Father. Land the Father are one. He that hath seen me hath seen 
the Farner.” He comes to “ create Jerusalem a rejoicing and her 
people a joy ;” to establish a New Church on earth; “ for behold the 
tabernacle of God is with men ; and he will dwell with them, and they 
shall be his people, and God himself shall be with them, their God.” 
This is a kingdom which shall stand for ever—the New-Jerusalem. 

But will this New Church be also assailed by heresies? If it be, 
the Lord will fight for us. ‘The armies of Gog and Magog may, for a 
while, “ compass the camp of the saints about, and the beloved city 3” 
but the fire of divine love will soon dissolve them like the morning 
mists. “ Heresies are ever attendant on the true church,” but here 
their assaults will be vain. The same serpent which tempted Eve will 
perhaps succeed in persuading some that they may “ become as gods,” 
but the church itself i is founded on a Rock, and the gates of hell shall 
not prevail against it.” 


CHARITY AND FAITH. 


In the process of regeneration, when the penitent person arrives at 
the fourth state, (corresponding to the fourth day of creation,) he is 
first “ affected with love, and illuminated by faith.”’ “ Faith and cha- 
rity are now enkindled in his internal man, and are called two lumina- 
ries.” A.C. n.10. “ Love and faith in the internal man, are like 
heat and Light in the external-corporeal man, for which reason the for- 
mer are represented by the /atter; therefore luminaries are said to be 
set in the expanse of heaven, or in the internal man—a great luminary 
in the zwi//, and a less in the understanding ; but they only appear in the 
will and the understanding, like the light of the sun in the recipient 
objects ; it is the Lord’s mercy alone which effecteth the will with love, 
and the understanding with truth or faith.” A. C. n. 30. Faith, with- 
out charity or love, would be cold, dark, and dead, as the moon would 
without the influence of the sun. As the moon borrows all her light 
from the sun, so does faith borrow all its life and light from charity. 

GOD IN CHRIST. 
The apostle says, “ God was in Christ, reconciling the world to him- 


self; and our Saviour says, “ the Father isin me.” If these asser- 
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tions were true at the time they were made, they are true still, for we 
read that Jesus Christ is “the same yesterday, to-day, and for ever.” 
Here we learn that the doctrine of a delegated divinity, for a certain 
period, and for a certain purpose, is net in accordance with apostolic 
testimony. 


TRINITY IN UNITY. 


The idea of a trinity tn unity, is not an irrational idea, as our adver- 
saries would represent it, but is most agreeable to all the dictates of 
sound and sober reason. As for example, if we look at an individual 
man, we say, and we say justly, that he is one man, notwithstanding 
his being composed of three distinct parts or principles, viz. a soul, a 
body, and an operation, thence proceeding, without which he would 
not properly be a man. Here, then, is a trinity in unity, perfectly 
conceivable and rational. : 

The same remark will apply to every other created thing. Take, for 
instance, a rose, and we find it also consisting of three parts or princi- 
ples, perfectly distinct, although closely united, viz. its hidden essence, 
its manifested form, and that operative influence which we call smell or 
fragrance. ‘These are the three constituent parts of a rose, and of every 
other flower. These three make one flower; for every one flower is 
a combination of these three. Every created thing must, of necessity, 
resemble its creator. ‘This is an axiom of philosophy. Let us then 
“consider the flowers of the field,” which, humble as they appear, 
furnish a correct emblem and resemblance of that trinity of principles 
which have eternally existed in their divine Author. 


KKK f -D9>>- 


TO THE EDITOR. 


Stz—The prompt and polite manner in which you replied to my 
question, in your first number, emboldens me to trouble you again. If 
will not say that your answer was perfectly satisfactory, although I 
have fulfilled my part of the contract, by becoming a subscriber to the 
Missionary. But Lam willing to admit that my not seeing the subject 
more clearly, must be owing to some defect in my own mind, which 
time and further investigation may, perhaps, wholly remove. In the 
mean time I wish you to explain the 17th verse of the 20th chapter of 
St. John, which seems to me to favour the doctrine of a trinity of per- 
sons. ‘The words are, “ Jesus saith unto her [Mary] touch me not; 
for I am not yet ascended to my Father: but go unto my brethren and 
say unto them, L ascend unto my Father, and your Father, and my 
God and your God. Q. 


[Zo be answered in our next number} 
<=? eo 


TO THE EDITOR. 
Sin—Although I am a firm believer in many of the doctrines which 
vou teach, still there are some, which, under my present views, I am 
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unable to reconcile with the Scriptures. Does not Christ’s prayer to 
his Father, recorded in the 17th chapter of John, strongly evidence a 
plurality of persons in the Godhead? See, also, Luke, xxii. 42, 
in which Christ prays, “ If thou be willing, let this cup pass from me,” 
&c. In Mark, xiv 34, he says, “ My God! my God! why hast thou 
forsaken me!” Both of which, I think, indicate the same thing. By 
giving your views on the above mentioned Scripture, you will confer a 
particular favour on one who professes to be an 
: INQUIRER AFTER TRUTH. 


(> We have prepared an answer to the above, agreeably to our 
promise in the last number; but the unexpected length of some pre- 
vious articles, (and the Ordination Charge, promised in our first num- 
ber,) will compel us to postpone it another month. In the meantime, 
we will repeat what we stated in our Summary of the Doctrines of 
the New Jerusalem,“ The divine Love and Wisdom, or the divine 
Ggod and Truth, or {in other words] the Father and Son, were never 
separated in reality, but onl: in appearance, which appearance was 
accommodated to the low state of fallen human nature. Our Lord 
says, “I am inthe Father, and the Father in me.” “ He that hath seen 
mr, hath seen the Favrnen.” “JI and the Father are one.” David 
frequently addressed his own sow/, as did our Lord, the divine Love 
for Father] within him. “ His intercession for the human race, was 
during his abode in the world, while in a state of hwmiliation, when 
he spake with the indwelling Jehovah as with another. But in the 
state of glorification, when the human essence also became divine, 
and was made Jehovah, he doth not then intercede [for we read of 
nothing of the kind after his resurrection] but showeth mercy himself, 
and from his divine principle administers help, and effects salvation ; 
saying to his disciples, “All power is given unto ME in heaven and 
in earth.” 





OBITUARY. 

Died at Steubenville, in the State of Ohio, on the 20ih of June last, 
after a severe sickness of fourteen days, the Rev. DAVID POWELL, 
Minister of the New Jerusalem Church in that place. During his ill- 
ness, his mind was firm and settled. He had no reluctance to depart, 
except on account of the church and his family. As his life was un- 
blemished, his death was happy. The last words he uttered in the 
presence of his physician, were “ O Lord Jesus, the only God of an- 
gels and men, why can I not die!” His calmness, composure, and 
resignation, were conspicuous to the last. 

Blest is the man who dies in peace, 
And gently yields his soul to rest ; 


Who gains from earth the kind release, 
Leauing upon his Saviour’s breast. 


So fades a summer cloud away, 
So sinks the gale, when storms are o'er ; 
So gently shuts the eye of day: 


=o dies tho wave alone the shore 
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